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Rhodesia: Humbug Wins 
Out . 


The foul stench that has hung over the 
Rhodesian affair for the past six years did 
not lift with the shaking hands of lan Smith 
-and Sir Alec Douglas Home in Salisbury last 
month. 

No doubt the ‘settlement’ represented 
two different things to the two different 
sides. On the British Government side it 
represented a juicy ace in the card game of 
party politics purchased at a price lower 
than feared in so far as it enabled Tory 
leaders to continue paying token homage 
to the ludicrous sacred idol of ‘majority 
rule’.. On the Rhodesian side it can at best 
represent a weak-kneed attempt to buy 
time at the expense of integrity and at the 
public debasement of the principles upon 
which Rhodesians made their brave stand in 
1965 and Mr. Smith has enjoyed their 
confidence ever since. . 

If Mr. Smith genuinely intends to im- 
plement his pledge to grant ‘majority rule’ 
in the. course of time on. the basis of 
fulfilled educational requirements, then the 
verdict on him must be clear: he has sold 
White Rhodesians down the river. If, on the 
other hand, he has no such intention and 
simply means to stall an African take-over 
by constitutional maneouvring for an in- 
definite period (perhaps the period of his 
own lifetime) then he forfeits our respect 
and that of every honest and red blooded 
European in his own country. If majority 
rule in Rhodesia is wrong — and we believe 
beyond any doubt that it is wrong — the 
only possible self-respecting course is to 
say so and to stand firm on that principle. 
To do. otherwise is to hand complete moral 
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Spearhead 


in support of the National 


victory to the enemy. 

What Mr. Smith’s personal sentiments on 
the matter are we do not know. What we 
do know from very reliable sources is that 
the sentiments of the great majority of 
White Rhodesians are in favour of keeping 
for their future generations what past and 
present generations have fought for and 
won; in other words, to echo the loyalists 
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of Ulster, No Surrender! It is difficult to 
believe, unless these settlers go mad in the 
next few years, that they will not kick 
Smith out of office the moment he attempts 
to effect the terms of the recent ‘settlement’. 
This being the case, we are forced, ironically, 
to join voice with the left in condemning 
the settlement as being one without honour 
to either side, a settlement indeed upon 
which only the Goddess of Humburg can 
smile with satisfaction. 


Toryism Before Country 


The Commons Common Market vote 
of October 28th caused no_ surprises. 
Everyone knew that the Marketeers would 
carry the day. By how much was merely 
an academic question. 

It is doubtful, however, that the vote 
registers a true concensus of feeling among 
Tory MPs. This can be seen from the 
many statements made by Tories before 
and since. We lost count of the number 
of times that we heard, from prominent 
and not so prominent representatives of 
the party, the statement that whether or 
not Conservatives supported the Market 
it was better to vote for it than risk 
bringing the Government down.- Better 
a sell-out of Britain fot the next thousand 
years than a Labour Government for the 
next five years or so! 

Is this an exaggeration of the attitude 
of contemporary Toryism? Unless words 
have lost their meaning, it certainly is 
not. The very highest dignitaries in the 
party have said as much. 

To us the question of whether, once 


Britain has ceased to exist as a national 
entity, we have a Tory or a Labour majority 
in the county council that Parliament will 
become is one of very minor interest, and 
it is questionable whether one would be 
any better or worse than the other. Beyond 
all sectional or doctrinaire considerations 
is the question of the national survival 
of Great Britain, and, whatever our view 
of contemporary Socialism, we would rather 
have a Britain that is Socialist and free 
than Tory and ruled from abroad. 

This of course does not mean that 
the slightest credence is to be attached 
to the present anti-Market stand of the 
Labour Party; it is merely using a hypothesis 
to illustrate a point. Our point is that 
the traditional inter-party bunfight has ceased 
to have any meaning beside the great 
questions of national existence that are 
at stake. That we have so many political 
leaders who cannot see this is an appalling 
sign of the times. 


On the Bandwaggon 


For years the Beaverbrook press has 
managed to keep alive its reputation as 
a bastion of patriotism and the national 
interest in a newspaper world increasingly 
dominated by internationalist forces. It 
has done this more by the flavour of its 
language than the substance of its policies, 
and for a long time we have felt that it 
was not to be fully trusted as an instrument 
of the national will.~ 

This has particularly been so in the case 
of the Common Market. In a front page 
article published in the Daily Express on 
September 29th 1967 Sir Max Aitken wrote: 

“To commit ourselves to the Rome 
Treaty in any circumstances,would be utter 
folly . . . We would be signing away our 
sovereignty, our national freedom, our right 
to decide our destiny for all time . . . it is 
the abiding faith of the Daily Express that 
Britain has achieved greatness by standing 
on her own two feet . . . The Daily Express 
will go on fighting for that faith against 
all politicians whatever their party . . .” 

Because of words like these, when we 
have said that high finance is mobilised 
on an international scale to campaign 
in favour of the Market for its own ends 


_ and puts pressure on all big business to 


toe its line, many people have retorted: 
“What about the Beaverbrook Press? They 
are anti-Market and nationalist, and no-one 
has yet been able to put pressure on them!” 
Our reply has been that the anti-Market 
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and nationaustic pronouncements of the 
Beaverbrook Press are not to be assumed 
as sincere, and that the time will come 
when Beaverbrook papers will join the 
internationalist and Market bandwagon like 
all the rest. 

This view was strengthened when it 
was heard that Lord Rothschild had joined 
the board of Beaverbrook Newspapers. 

At the end of last month the Beaverbrook 
press made it clear who was right. Following 
the pro-Market vote by Parliament on 
October 28th, the Daily Express carried 
a pronouncement from Sir Max Aitken, 
which said: 

“It is the newspaper’s belief that a 
mistake — a great mistake — has been 
made. But it has been made by the 
House of Commons, and the Daily Express 
accepts the verdict of the freely elected (sic!) 
British Parliament.” 

This theme was repeated in the Editorial 
in the Sunday Express the following week- 
end, which was even more explicit. 

Under the heading “The fight goes on”, 
the Editorial said: 

“The Sunday Express believes that the 
Commons vote for entry into Europe was 
wrong and was against both the best interests 
and the will of the British people. 

“But it would be stupid to pretend that 
it has not happened. Or that it can be 
reversed.” 

“In this hour of apparent defeat the 
Sunday Express pledges itself anew to con- 
tinue the fight — inside or outside the 
Common Market — to safeguard the in- 
tegrity and independence of the British 
peoples.” 

These statements are of course couched 
in carefully phrased language, so as to give 
the impression to the superficial reader 
that the Beaverbrook press is merely showing 
a statesmanlike acceptance of facts. 

But to those accustomed to the real 
meaning of press jargon the message is 
unmistakable. Beaverbrookdom has joined 
forces with the rest of big business in 
capitulating to the Marketeers. 

After saying that “the fight goes on”, 
the Sunday Express, like the Daily Express, 
makes it quite clear that in their case the 
‘ight does not go on but peters out into 
a mere whimper about minor details. 

The laws of libel combined with our 
desire to avoid verbal obscenity prevents 
us from giving our true opinion of. this 
nauseating sell-out. 


Why Not Two Chinas? 


So Red China is in UNO and Nationalist 


China is out! To those who pay respect 
to that deplorable organisation this will 
be a matter for rejoicing or for protest 
depending on one’s colouring. To us it 


merely provides a comment on the way 
UNO works. 

Much though we detest the Mao regime, 
it would seem that so long as it is the 
de facto sovereign power in Mainland China 
it is ludicrous exclude it from such a 
body as UNO, as has been the case up 
to now. 

But conversely, so long as the Chiang 
Government is the de facto sovereign power 
on the island of Taiwan (which contains 
14 million people) it is equally ludicrous 
for it to be excluded. UNO accepts as 
respected members states of only a fraction 
the size of Taiwan: why then is Taiwan 
now not acceptable? 

Can any apologist for UNO sae an 
answer other than.:the fact that that body 
is now dominated by Socialist, Communist 
and saints left-oriented states? 


N. Ireland: The Enemy 
in the Rear 


In Northern Ireland the forces of law | 


and order continue to fight a dual battle 
against the terrorists in front of them and 
the leftist opinion media behind them. 
During the last few weeks a major weapon 
in the armoury of both has been the 
familiar round of ‘torture’ stories, always 
trotted out by revolutionaries of the left 
to discredit security forces and always be- 
lieved in by gullible liberals. So it is in 
Greece; so it is in Spain and Portugal; so 
it is in South Africa; so it is in Brazil; so 
it is in Northern Ireland. 

The technique is usually the same. The 
torture tales are seldom, if ever, proved. 
The mere mention of them represents a 
throwing of mud on the calculation that 
always some of it will stick. The press 
duly interviews any nasty little IRA thug 
with a tale to tell, and usually reports that 
the tale has ‘documented’ backing. — It 
fails of course to say that such ‘documen- 
tation’ represents nothing but the ink from 
IRA-owned typewriters. The mere sound 
of the word indicates to the credulous 
an impressive aura of authority, and so 
the poison is allowed to circulate. 

Do the IRA lie-mongers base their stories 
on nothing at all? Probably not literally 
nothing. Let us be clear about the situation 
in Ulster. Innocent people are being killed 
every day through the activities of a mur- 
derous gang. It is the duty of the police 
and intelligence forces to do everything 
possible within reason to obtain information 
that will lead to the elimination of this 
gang. If IRA internees are subjected to 
a certain amount of discomfort in order 
to encourage them to talk, that it not a 
thing that will cause the majority of 
commonsense people in the United King- 
dom a moment’s loss of sleep, nor isi it 


a thing about which IRA men have the 
slightest right to complain. We have ad- 
visedly used the words ‘within reason’. 
Not within reason includes any treatment . 


that involves genuine physical brutality and 


lasting injury. The lie brigade has pro- 
duced no: proof whatsoever of any such 
treatment, and our opinion is that the 
press and television should well and truly 
shut up till it does. 


Rewriting History 

Listen to the latest or from the 
race relations industry! . 

“British history should be reconsidered 
in the light of children of Asian and— 
Caribbean origin in our classrooms,” said 
a memorandum from the Community . 
Relations Commission to the James Com- 
mittee investigating teacher training. — 

The Commission said that. the Slave 
Trade and the Indian Mutiny need to be . 
closely examined in this light. Hi 

It suggested “positive reorientation” of 
courses in history, geography, social studies, 
English, home economics, music, art, science, 
mathematics and religion. 

Having got our breath. back, we ait 
suggest some steps towards these ‘lofty ends. 


Historically the scope is of course limitless. 


We might for instance teach the children 
that. there was no Roman Empire at all 
but the state which held sway over most 
of Europe two thousand years ago was 
created and ruled by Africans. Julius 
Caesar, for example, could be turned into 
an Ibo and Constantine into a Masai. The 
British Empire, on the other hand, might 
be depicted as having been built by Asians, 
but this would create a difficulty when 
it came to explaining Asian backwardness 
and squalor because instead of being able 
to blame the British our teachers would 
have to acknowledge that it was the fault 
of the Asians themselves. On the other 
hand, when it came to social and economic 
teachings no doubt it could simply be 
said that such backwardness and squalor 
did not exist at “all but was merely an 
invention of racialist propagandists. 

“Positive reorientation” where music is 
concerned suggests immediately that Beet- 
hoven could be presented as a Jamaican 
and Bach as a Peruvian Indian. In the 
sphere of science we suggest that Newton 
be given Hottentot ancestry and Galileo 
made an honorary Eskimo. The Africans 
could be said to have invented penicillin, 
radio, the diesel engine, atomic energy, 
the electric light, locomotion and the power 
loom. In the field of literature there should 
be no difficulty in altering the record 
so that Shakespeare appears as a West Indian, 
Milton as a Burmese and Goethe a native 
of Outer Mongolia. 

Have any of our readers other suggestions 
to offer in the cause of racial equality? 
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JOHN TYNDALL 


Dear Fellow Worker, 


I am prompted to write to you by the 
feeling that, although we might at the 
moment be in separate political camps, we 
are in fact potential allies because in the 
last analysis it will be proved, I believe, that 
we seek the same things. 

I don’t know how much you know 
about Britain’s new party, the National 
Front, but I suspect that what information 
you have comes from your union bosses 
or from the writers in the pro-Labour 
newspapers which you read. If so, it is 
likely to be distorted. 

For instance, you probably have heard 
us described as a party of the ‘far right’, 
and because of this you may imagine that 
we stand for some kind of super-reactionary 
Conservatism — more Tory than the Tories, 
so to speak. This is fact completely wrong. 
If you study our record, you will find 
that we have been every bit as condem- 
natory of the Tories as of Labour, and 
are in turn as much disliked by the Tories 
as by Labour. Furthermore, you will find 
that our membership consists of as many 
recruits from the Labour side as from the 
Conservative side, and indeed is represen- 
tative of every class in the social spectrum. 


NEITHER LEFT NOR RIGHT 


The truth is that our principles and 
our policies cut right across all the old 
concepts of left and right. We are neither 
one nor the other. We are as opposed to 
one as to the other. 

Certainly, we have attracted recruits 
from the ranks of Conservatism because 
there are elements in our outlook that are 
indeed conservative. You could certainly 
call us conservative in our attitude to many 
issues of the day which properly lie outside 
the realm of party politics. 

If it is thought to be conservative to 
oppose the wilder manifestations of the 
permissive society, such as soft treatment 
of criminals, legalised abortion and the 
breakdown of parental authority and the 
fabric of family life, then we are conservative. 
If it is thought to be conservative to 
maintain a respect for tradition, then we 
are conservative. 

Finally, in so far as conservatism is 
identified with patriotism and an attitude 
of putting one’s own country’s interests 
first, we are conservative in that respect — 
although I would hasten to add that we see 
little of that spirit in the contemporary 
Tory Party. Indeed you will notice that 
here in most instances I have spelled the 
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word ‘conservatism’ with a small ‘c’ to 
draw a distinction between conservatism 
as an outlook and the party which bears 
that name today. 

On the other hand, we are decidedly 
not Conservative if by that you mean 
committed to the support of economic 
capitalism in all its aspects, and it is here 
that I feel that the time is ripe for a re- 
definition of the terms ‘capitalism’, ‘private 
enterprise’ and ‘socialism’. Perhaps if we 
were to undertake this definition, instead 
of accepting words as they are used in 
the jargon of the political and class war, 
we might find ourselves much closer in 
spirit than we realise. 


CAPITALISM 


To begin with, are ‘private enterprise’ 
and ‘capitalism’ the same thing? I believe 
that in the sense that the two terms have 
acquired today they are not. You can 
describe any privately owned business, run 
for the profit of the private individual, as 
‘private enterprise’, starting from the tiny 
village store and then going up a stage to 
the biggest local builder, but we find our- 
selves hard put to describe such concerns 
as ‘capitalist’. Perhaps to some the dif- 
ference between ordinary private enterprise 
and capitalism is a matter of size. Perhaps 
to others it is the difference between a 
producer or a renderer of essential services 
on the one hand and a financial usurer or 
speculator on the other. 

I would suggest a dividing line that 
gets to the heart of the matter, and it is 
the dividing line that is most recognised 
in our movement. The dividing line is 
between: 

(a) Business that is owned by and 

renders profit to the private in- 
dividual but is strictly circumscribed in its 
operations by the national and social 
interest. 

(b) Business that is allowed to operate 

virtually free of restraint — to move 
its capital anywhere in the world regardless 
of the effect on labour, to form price 
rings and monopolies that inflate profits 
without any benefit to employee or con- 
sumer, to become so powerful that it rep- 
resents an intolerable pressure on govern- 
ment, indeed to be a ‘government above 
the government’. 


The second concept of business could 
be said to represent everything that is 
meant by ‘laissez faire’, with the ghastly 
legacy that that system bequeathed to the 
employed classes as a result of the Industrial 
Revolution. 

Our concept of a healthy economic and 
social order allows the first type of business 
but rigorously excludes the second. It 
means, in other words, that the State does 
not necessarily own the means of production 
and exchange (although it might do where 
it is felt best) but it does certainly act as 
firm referee in all business affairs where 
the national and social good in involved. 

Just to take a recent example, we can 
in no way sympathise with the attitude 
of the doctrinaire ‘free enterprise’ fanatics 
over the threatened closure of Upper Clyde 
Shipbuilders, since whilé pure considerations 
of commercial profit and loss may suggest 
that closure is desirable from the point 
of view of the owners, the national and 
social ramifications are so great that the 
country clearly has a duty to keep the 
shipyards open. 

Upper Clyde is certainly a case where 
the State cannot allow the forces of private 
business to go their own way. Rolls Royce 
could be described as another. And so on 
right down the line where the interplay 
of profit-motivated business elements has 
grave implications for the livelihood of 
many thousands of workers and/or for 
the economic interests of the nation as 
a whole. In so far as ‘capitalism’ means 
that these elements are allowed to pursue 
their own ends regardless of such national 
and social considerations, we are firmly 
opposed to capitalism. 


MORE EFFECTIVE 


When these factors are considered, we 
believe that our own policies will be far 
more effective in protecting the worker 
from the excesses of capitalism than those 
of the old and orthodox left, which makes 
loud noises about ‘capitalist evils’ but which 
over the decades has done very little to 
overcome them. Indeed, while the left 
has been shouting against ‘capitalism’ for 
over a century the forces of world capitalism 
have only become stronger, and they 
certainly do not seem threatened by any 
current policies emanating from Transport 
House. 

One dominant reason why we shall 


eventually control capitalist forces much 
more effectively than the left lies in our 
nationalist economic outlook, which stands 
in sharp contrast to the left’s inter- 
nationalism. The left has always been quite 
content to allow the economic destinies of 
Britain to be subject to the vagaries of 
world markets. Whenever the left is con- 
fronted by a crisis in the British economy, 
it shrugs away its incapacity for decisive 
action by saying that the solution can 
only lie in more favourable trends in inter- 
national trade — which of course are beyond 
the power of any British government to 
control. Since most of Britain’s inter- 
national trade is with a part of the world 
dominated by capitalist forces of the most 
intimidating power, the claim of the left 
to be the great bulwark against capitalism 
is laughably inept. 


NATIONALIST ECONOMY 


The curbing of capitalist forces can 
only be properly carried out if it is har- 
nessed to a nationalist economic policy, 
that is a policy which aims at the maximum 
possible national self-reliance in production 
and trade. This means the protection of 
British industries where they are able to 
make the products we need and the large 
scale importation only of items that cannot 
be produced in Britain. 

This is particularly necessary in the 
case. of products imported. from  cheap- 
wage countries, often whose factories have 
been built by capital provided from firms 
in Britain. It is intolerable that British 
or British-based capitalists should be free 
to remove their capital to other parts of 
the world where they can set up factories 
employing coolie labour to produce cheap 
goods which flood the British market and 
endanger the jobs of British workers. 

Yet the political left, in all its years, 
has done little, if anything, to curb this 
practice. Because its outlook is dominated 
by internationalist thinking (and in particular 
in this case by its fetish for helping the 
‘underdeveloped’ countries) it has neither 
the wit nor the will to take the measures 
necessary to protect our own workers. Its 
commitment to internationalism is always 
stronger than its antipathy to capitalism. 

It is perhaps opportune at this point 
to discuss the definition of ‘socialism’, the 
term that is normally used to denote the 
great antidote to ‘capitalism’. Are we 
socialist or anti-socialist? To what extent 
is the left entitled to call itself socialist? 

To answer the second question first, 
the left is entitled to call itself socialist, 
within its own terms of reference, to the 
extent to which it can combat the forces 
of capitalism. What I have said so far 
proves, I should hope, that in this respect 
its record is far from impressive and its 


promise for the future in real terms pretty 
bleak. . 

As to the first question, would it not 
be best to trace the word ‘socialism’ to 
its Origin, which is surely the word ‘social’. 
Chambers Twentieth Century Dictionary 
gives this as meaning: “pertaining to society: 
relating to men united in a society.” From 
this definition there is nothing to indicate 
that socialism should mean what the left 
has given it to mean, namely the abolition 
of private property and means of production, 
etc. The very term “relating to men united 
in a society” suggests immediately a con- 
tradiction to the doctrine of the left, which 
is class war. Indeed‘ the very concept of 
men united in a society and that of the 
inevitable conflict between ‘working class’ 
and ‘bourgeoisie’, as in leftist teaching, are 
exclusive of one another. Could it not 
be said, therefore, that those who advocate 
class collaboration are more genuine socialists 
than those who preach class struggle? 

We can certainly accept ‘socialism’ if it 
means that. In another sense too we can 
accept it. In so far as government rules 
and ensures that all business activity is 
carried out within bounds determined by 
the social good it can be said to be socialist 
— without that necessarily meaning that 
the social good is served by the elimination 
of private ownership or profit, and certainly 
without it entailing the crackpot theories 
of ‘the equality of all human beings’ which 
are so much a part of leftist dogma. 


SOCIALISM 


Why indeed is it not right to call 
‘socialist’ any creed which places the overall 
good of society as a whole above the good 
of the private entrepreneur, and which 
recognises the mutual interdependence of 
the members of society, although not their 
equal fitness for society’s tasks? 

We might before ending briefly examine 
whether we are really on different ground 
on the question of the great institution of 
which you are a member, the trade union 
movement. We have in fact supported in 
principle the legislation proposed by both 
this Government and the last Labour Govern- 
ment to make certain issues in industrial 
relations subject to outside arbitration — 
with the difference that we insist that no 
such legislation can work until inflation 
is brought properly under control, for while 
it is not the worker has no option but to 
continue demanding new wage increases. 

- Given that condition, we support such 
legislation in principle because it is in the 
interests of industry as a whole, and hence 
of the worker. However, we do not just 
support it; we go further. We believe that 
a very much wider range of decision in 
industrial disputes must fall within the 


purview of government, and we believe 
that this is truly socialist in the context 
that we have been dealing with the term. 
Is it not socialist to oppose the conflict 
of separate factions, including private fac- 
tions, and to wish to reconcile them for the 
greater good of society? 

And is it not accurate to say that today 
the political factions within the trade union 
movement which foment industrial unrest 
for their own ends and against the wishes 
of their members need to be opposed for 
the good of society in just the same way 
as factions representing the management 
and proprietorial side of industry need to 
be opposed when their quest for profit 
has effects that are harmful to the good 
of society? Why indeed should society 
control one element but not the other, 
particularly as the rulers of some unions 
today have obtained a private power which 
puts them in exactly the same category 
as the monster capitalist enterprise which 
pursues its own ends regardless of society, 
the worker or the nation? The function 
of genuine socialism would seem to me 
to be incompatible with the tolerance of 
factions within society working against one 
another and therefore against the unity 
and welfare of society. 

Here we must end, because space does 
not permit the extension of these themes 
into the book that they could so easily 
fill. I hope that I may have set you thinking, 
through these illustrations, along lines that 
may cause you eventually to recognise that 
the future of the working class (in the widest 
sense of the term — meaning everyone who 
does useful work) is better served by the 
support of our new and modern-thinking 
movement than of the sterile doctrines 
of the left. 5 


COMMON MARKET 
ISSUE REPRINTED 
AND FOR SALE 


Our highly popular Special issue last 
August exposing the Common Market was 
a complete sell-out, and we had to order 
reprint, which was delayed. 

This reprint is now available, and we 
recommend all those who want to campaign 
against the Market to buy’it for distribution. 
The issue has been described by many 
readers as the finest exposure of the Market 
ever produced and the very best argument 
for Britain staying out that has yet been 
heard. Those who have tried selling it on 
doorsteps have met with great interest and 
have had no difficulty in getting rid of large 
numbers of copies. You can buy them from 
us at the usual bulk rates and by sales can 
earn profits for your branch. If you haven’t 
seen the issue, send to our office for a 
sample copy now! 
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WHY do some of the richest people in 
the world support Communism and 
Socialism? Why would they support what 
appears to be the pathway to their own 
destruction? 

These are the questions which are amply 
answered in a book which promises to be 
one of the most important published in 
years — The Naked Capitalist, by W. Cleon 
Skousen. 

Who is Skousen and where does he 
get his facts? Many will remember him 
as the author of another famous book which 
became a best-seller in the United States 
a few years ago — The Naked Communist. 

Today a professor at Brigham Young 
University, Skousen’s background includes 
16 years with the Federal Bureau of Inves- 
tigation (FBI), four years as Chief of Police 
in Salt Lake City and 10 years as editorial 
director of America’s leading police maga- 
zine Law and Order. 

Most of Skousen’s information is drawn 
from a source which the left will find it 
hard to discredit — another book, a massive 
tome entitled Tragedy and Hope, written 
by Professor Carroll Quigley; at. present 
Professor of History at the Foreign Service 
School of Georgetown University. 

Skousen begins his book with a sentence 
quoted from Dr. Bella Dodd, a former 
member of the National Committee of the 
US Communist Party: “I think the Com- 
munist conspiracy is merely a branch of a 
much bigger conspiracy.” 

Dr. Dodd told Professor Skousen that 
she first became aware of some mysterious 
super-leadership of the Communist con- 
spiracy shortly after World War II when 
the US Communist Party had difficulty 
in getting prompt instruction from Moscow 
on urgent issues. American Communist 
leaders were told that when this happened 
they should consult one of three designated 
persons at the Waldorf Towers in New York 
who, it turned out, were not Russians and 
not even Communists — they were im- 
mensely wealthy Americans! Decisions 
made by these men, said Dr. Dodd, were 
invariably ratified by Moscow. 

Dr. Dodd was finding out in a confused 
sort of way what some of America’s leading 
political investigators had been saying for 
years, drawing attention again and again 
to the apparent links between a Communist 
conspiracy which is supposedly intent on 
destroying “capitalism”, and some of 
capitalism’s super-rich representatives, not 
to mention the mass media of communication 
— Press, radio and TV — which can always 
be relied upon to throw a screen of protec- 
tion around Communist activists who get 
into trouble. 

One of countless examples will suffice: 
When Harry Dexter White (originally Weiss) 
Under-Secretary of the Treasury during 
World War II was discovered to be a Soviet 
agent, the White House was immediately 
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informed by the FBI. 

Instead of being fired or arrested, White 
was appointed as the new Executive Director 
of the US Mission to the International 
Monetary Fund of the United Nations. 
J. Edgar Hoover was amazed. Attorney- 


General Herbert Brownell Jr. stated publicly’ 


that President Truman knew White was 
a Soviet spy when he made the appointment. 

Comments Skousen: “Why would men 
in charge of the world’s massive financial 
problems want an exposed Soviet agent 
such as Harry Dexter White to occupy 
such a highly important position in the 
World Bank? And why in the name of 
common sense would the President of the 
United States approve of such a thing? I 
heard both Congressmen and _ intelligence 
officers quizzically exclaiming, ‘What’s going 
on?” 

Skousen’s book exposing the linkage 
of “‘super-capitalists” with Communism is 
little more than an extensive review of the 
much bigger and more detailed book by 
Quigley, one of “‘super-capitalism’s” insiders. 

Quigley explains: “I know ef the 
operations of this network because I have 
studied it for 20 years and was permitted 
for two years in the early 1960s to examine 
its papers and secret records. I have no 
aversion to it or to most of its aims and 
have, for much of my life, been close to 
it and to many of its instruments.” 

The international financiers, he says, 
can afford to be open about their activities 
because they are now too strong to be 
overthrown. 


What has happened in the world is 


that the power vacuum left by the des- 
truction of monarchial and other political 
dynasties by modern “democratic politics”, 
has been filled by dynasties of banking 
families. 

In place of kings and emperors, we 
now have families of international financiers 
who by means of their control of the 
monetary system have established a choke- 
hold on both governments and industry. 


FINANCIAL DYNASTIES 
The story is told in great detail by 


Quigley in a 1,300-page book which he 


describes as “a history of the world in 
our time”, and neatly summarised in The 
Naked Capitalist with innumerable quoted 
passages from Quigley, like the following: 
“The greatest of these dynasties, of 
course, were the descendants of Meyer 
Amschel Rothschild of Frankfort whose 
male descendants, for at least two gener- 
ations married first cousins or even nieces. 
Rothschild’s five sons, established at 
branches in Vienna, London, Naples and 
Paris as well as Frankfort, co-operated 
together in ways which other inter- 
national banking dynasties copied but 
rarely excelled ... The names of some 
of these other banking families are 
familiar to all of us and should be more 
so. They include Baring, Lazard, Erlanger, 
Warburg, Schroder, Seligman, Speyers, 
Marabaud, Mallet, Fould and, above all 
Rothschild and Morgan. 
“The influence of financial capitalism 
and the international bankers who created 
it was exercised both on business and 
on governments, but could have done 
neither if it had not been able to persuade 
both of these to accept two ‘axioms’ 
of its own ideology. Both of these 
were based on the assumption that poli- 
ticians: were too weak and too subject 
to temporary popular pressures to be 
trusted with control of the money system 
To do this it was necessary to 
conceal or even mislead, both govern- 
ments and people about the nature of 
money and its methods of operation.” 
Our comment: All this is part of a science 
and art of politics not taught in our univer- 
sities. This is the real thing which Benjamin 
Disraeli had in mind when he wrote in 
Coningsby: “The world is governed by very 
different personages from what is imagined 
by those who are not behind the sceries.” 

What has been happening to the human 
race at an accelerating pace since about the 
middle of the last century can be briefly 
summarised as follows: Mankind has been 
politically crushed and deprived of all real 
power of self-government between the upper 
millstone of international finance capitalism 
and a nether millstone of subversion and 
revolution, master-minded and financed from 
the top. 
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MARTIN WEBSTER examines the growing threat of multi-national companies and finance 


“What Use Are Laws When Money Is 


DURING 1971 the unease which many 
people feel about the development of multi- 
national companies has started to come into 
the open. The iceberg of discontent has 
shown itself in a number of different spheres. 

There was the publication of a book 
called The Juggernauts which coyly drew 
attention to some of the ramifications of 
multinational companies without attempting 
to draw real conclusions from the facts it 
revealed in terms of power politics. 

Then in June there was a debate in 
the House of Lords on the subject, but 
which was only slightly reported in the 
national press. The noble Lords, taking 
their lead from the author of The Jugger- 
nauts, did not attempt to draw fundamental 
conclusions. 

Finally, of course, the role of the multi- 
national companies in the Common Market 
swindle has been the leitmotif of most of 
the informed arguments against Britain’s 
submergence in Europe. . 

For those who are not sure what multi- 
national companies are, a brief description 
is in order. A multinational company is a 
gigantic business concern which owns a 
number — sometimes hundreds or even 
thousands — of other companies in other 
countries, sometimes producing the same 
type of product under the same trade 
name, sometimes producing many different 
products under a wide variety of company 
names. 

The business enterprises which control 
these “conglomerates”, as they are also 
known, are usually international banking 
houses for the simple reason that banks 
have the unique advantage of being able 
to “create” the credit they need to buy 
up productive enterprises by the simple 
expedient of making an entry into one 
of their own ledgers and floating a loan. 
The loan is redeemed by means of creaming 
off the actual wealth produced by the taken- 


over company subsequent to its purchase! 


NATION STATES INCONVENIENT 


_By these means the multinational com- 
panies are amassing incalculable wealth. 
Because their assets are spread throughout 
the world the countries in which the parent 
companies are situated (usually the United 
States) — much less the countries in which 
their subsidiaries are located — are of small 
significance to them. Indeed, as we have 
seen, nation states are increasingly incon- 
venient to their ever-expanding operations. 

Hence the Common Market set-up and 
other similar schemes afoot elsewhere on 
the globe. Hence the direct involvement 


companies, and_ their 
masters of the International Banking 
fraternity, in politics . . . the politics, that 
is to say, of World Government. 

To suggest, as do Fleet Street financial 
‘experts’ like Peter Wilsher (see: “Boo To 
Multinational Bogy Men”, Sunday Times, 
20/6/71) that the International Bankers 
can manipulate their incredible wealth and 
resultant power without involvement in 
politics and/or without detriment to the 
freedom of individuals and nations, is a 
deliberate and in all probability a politically 
motivated self-deception. 

Craven hacks like Wilsher clearly turn 
a blind eye to pronouncements by authorities 
with inside knowledge like Mr. Judd Polk 
of the United States Council of the Inter- 
national Chamber of Commerce, who in 
an article on “The Rise of World Cor- 
porations” published last year in the 
American magazine Saturday Review, stated: 


of multinational 


FORGING A WORLD ECONOMY 


“New bases of production are being 
established throughout the world by multi- 
national or international companies which 
have come to regard the world as one great 
market. More than $400,000 million worth 
of goods are being produced under inter- 
national investment, and this sector has 
been growing about twice as fast as the 
gross national product of the world. 

“If this growth rate continues, the world 
economy will be more than half inter- 
nationalised by the end of the century. 
This international production is not just 
an external linking of economies, it is a 
bonding process that has forged a world 
economy, incipient still , but growing rapidly 
and probably irrevocably. 

“The ultimate health of the international 
company and the world economy depends 
on the degree to which we see the world 
as an international economy instead of a 
group of national economies.” 

In case anybody feels Mr. Polk is not 
in the mainstream of contemporary inter- 
national financial thought, I would direct 
their attention to an article written by 
Harold Lever, Socialist millionaire and Pay- 
master General in the last Labour Govern- 
ment, published in The Observer on 22nd 
August, and entitled “The End of Top 
Doggery” (sic). 

“Rather than have an irrelevant metal 
or fallible national currency as the lynch- 
pin of the world’s monetary mechanism 
we must create an internationally backed 
reserve asset. This implies international 
control over its issue and management. 


We already have a prototype for such 
an asset in the Special Drawing Rights . . . 


WHOSE HAND ON THE LEVER? 


“These could be extended to replace 
dollar and sterling along the way as world 
currencies. This system would meet two 
needs. It would provide adequate liquidity 
in support of expanding world trade and 
international investment. Even more impor- 
tant, it would bring into being an enduringly 
acceptable internationally backed asset pre- 
cisely because this would not be the creation 
of any single government. 

“But this internationally backed reserve 
asset, whether issued by the International 
Monetary Fund, or better still, by a newly 
created World Central Bank, cannot be 
brought into operation overnight.” 

Overnight or not, the “bonding process” 
of which Mr. Polk spoke seems to be pro- 
ceeding apace! 

What Lever did not discuss at all was: 
who will take charge of his World Central 
Bank , and on whose behalf will it operate? 

For lack of assurances to the contrary, 
we may presume that it will operate as 
a projection of the infamous Federal Reserve 
Board of the United States.. The Federal 
Reserve Board is not, contrary to popular 
beliet, operated and controlled by the 
elected representatives of the American 
people. It is a private institution on whose 
governing body sit the representatives of 
the major Wall Street International Banks. 

The Board prints American currency 
which is issued as an interest-bearing debt. 
The interest on the debt is not payable 
to the American Government but to the 
Board. Thus the American nation pays 
through the nose for what should be — 
and once was — its own property — ie. 
its own credit. 


WHO MAKES THE LAWS? 


Similarly, under the system advocated 
by Lever, all of the nations of the world 
would accumulate ever-increasing debts to 
the projected World Central Bank, and 
would have to relate their internal currencies 
and all their international transactions to 
the “paper gold” issued by the bank. Under 
such a system the International Financiers 
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rece“ WHY DOES THE CHURCH 
SUBSIDISE ATROCITIES? 


WHAT right have clergymen to urge the Government to increase its contribution to ‘aid’ to 
the under-developed nations, as they frequently do, when that subversive organisation, the 
World Council of Churches, has recently announced that it is donating the sum of £83 000 
to support its special fund set up to aid “organisations of oppressed racial groups or 
organisations supporting victims of racial injustice whose purposes are not inconsistent 
with the general purposes of the World Council of Churches”? 


An interesting point is that this year’s 
allocation, made by the Council’s Executive 
Committee, meeting in Sofia of all places 
— surely a victim of Russian oppression 
or at least threatened with it if it dared 
to step out of line with Moscow! 

This year’s allocations include £52,000 
for Southern African terror groups and 
£10,000 for Latin American and Caribbean 
terror organisations. Incidentally, included 
in that £10,000 for Latin America and 
the Caribbean is £1,000 for The Indigenist 
Association of Paraguay — a racist group 
no doubt! 

Note that there is no allocation to 
any group in Central or Northern Africa 
fighting to free itself from the tyranny of 
a one-party dictatorship ‘(as most Central 
and Northern African nations are). Note 
also that there are no allocations to freedom 
or liberation movements in the Communist 
World. Can it be that the World Council 
of Churches is satisfied with the amount 
of freedom in the Communist World — 
or do their orders for allocations of grants 
come from Moscow? It certainly makes 
one think ... 

The basic concept of the special fund 
is to assist in the process by which the 
‘racially oppressed’ and ‘powerless’ people 
of the world are enabled to become power- 
ful, to be self-reliant, and to determine for 
themselves the political and social system 
under which they want to live. 

Does the WCC really believe that those 
living under the dictatorial and oppressive 
regimes of Central and Northern African 
tyrants really want their present political 
and social system? Is the WCC satisfied 
that those living in the Soviet Union and her 
satellite states prefer to live in fear of the 
Secret Police and really prefer to have 
no choice of another party and political 
system other than their present one? 

If the WCC has £83,000 to spare it 
could — and should — spend it in promoting 
the Gospel and improving the living standard 
of the poor throughout the world instead 
of promoting terror groups whose intentions 
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are to destroy and create havoc. 

The following evidence concerning one 
terror group which receives assistance from 
the WCC is not secret — it was given out 
for publication through all news media. But 
apart from the Rhodesian Broadcasting 
Corporation and the Rhodesian Television 
News Service, no mention was made of it 
in other places. It is a report from the 
Chief of Staff, Armed Forces of the 
Portuguese Province of Mozambique. 


VIOLENT SUBVERSION 


“Once violent subversion began in the 
Cabo Delgado area of Mozambique, Frelimo, 
the terrorist organisation operating from 
Tanzania, through the hands of its guerillas, 
had to spread a wave of terror over the 
Maconde people living on the Mueda 
Plateau who did not adhere to the Frelimo 
movement. These people were butchered 
with the refinement of savagery. On the 
whole, several thousand were done away 
with, and this slaughter was referred to 
at the time by Urian Simango, a former 
leader of Frelimo, as a ‘sombre occasion 
within Frelimo’. 

“Since then the terrorists have con- 
tinually exerted reprisals on the people 
who have no wish to join the subversion. 
These acts included:— 

A. Armed surprise attacks at settle- 
ments, frequently killing some of 
the people, whether they were old 
men, old women or children. 

B. Abduction of entire villages or of 
isolated people during their work 
in the fields or on their way to 


work. 

C. Assaulting lone dwellers or 
travellers. They were stripped of 
everything, including all their 


clothing and their houses were 
plundered. 

D. Abduction of women who were 
raped and then left in the bush. 


E. Murder of traditional — tribal 
authorities, preceded by acts of 
savagery. 


“The series of violent actions on the 
population practised by the guerillas, acting 
on orders from their leaders, have resulted 
in the following figures drawn up to the 
end of October, 1970. These exclude the 
thousands of Maconde murdered at the 
start of the subversive activities in Mocam- 
bique. 

Dead 470. 
Wounded 1,053. 
Abducted 6,731. 

“Sentences of death on individual mem- 
bers of the African population terrorised 
by the Frelimo gangs are carried out in 
a number of ways and seven methods are 
listed: (a) shooting; (b) hanging; (c) twisting 
the neck by means of a rope or stroke of 
the hand; (d) beating with a club or rifle; 
(e) piercing the heart or stomach with a 
bayonet; (f) chopping up the body with 
a sword or axe; (g) live burial after the 
condemned person has dug his own grave. 

“All these sentences are executed 
generally in the forced presence of the 
African population while the guerillas sing 
out revolutionary songs and amuse them- 
selves with the suffering of the victims. 
Milder or harsher punishments are applied 
to those who escape death, according to 
the seriousness of their guilt as judged 
by Frelimo leaders. These include (a) 
Whipping the back with 15 to a maximum 
of 80 strokes. (b) Forced labour. (c) 
Torture by beating and burning with an 
ember. (d) Cutting off parts of the body 
such as fingers, ears, lips, sexual organs, 
etc. (e) Submitting the condemned to 
unbearable physical positions by using ropes 
and chains. Often the victims are tied 
behind their back at the elbow joints, 
the tips of the fingers are tied together 
and a thick stick is forced through, a rope 
is passed across their mouths and is then 
tied to a stake or tree with their legs 
either crossed around it or fastened to it. 

“All these inhuman and cruel acts often 
precede the death sentence. Whenever 
possible, the population is there, and the 
guerillas are present so that they can enjoy 
the suffering of the sentenced people. 

“In order to avoid possible escapes 
by any of the population, kept under 
strict control, the terrorist organisation has 
brought out severe measures which state 
that the family of those who manage to 
flee to the Portuguese side will be put 
to death.” 

Those of us who give monies to the 
various Christian aid organisations should 
beware that we are not giving “blood” 
money to be used by terror groups such 
as the Frelimo. Furthermore I wonder 
what the Bishop of Stepney, Trevor Huddle- 
ston, has to say on this report! Surely his 
and every Christian conscience could not 
fail to be pricked by this disturbing report 
on one aspect of the World Council of 
Churches’ work! 
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OVER the past ten years the left wing 
has infiltrated every university in Britain 
and in many now has virtual control. One 
of the best ways in which to see how this 
can happen is to look at a university which 
is still poised midway between stability 
and anarchy. Cardiff University is a typical 
example of this. 

As at most universities, left wing 
students’ societies at Cardiff easily out- 
number those of the Right, for the same 
simple reason — the Left have discovered 
that it pays to split up. Every year each 
Students’ Union has a certain amount of 
money to allocate to societies, the amount 
received depending on the programme the 
society claims it is going to put forward, and 
the number of members it expects to have. 
One left wing society on its own, claiming 
to cover all left wing activities, could only 
expect to receive at most about three 
hundred pounds. Splinter groups are-there- 
fore quick to emerge, with the result that 
most universities will have a Socialist Society, 
Anti-Apartheid, Third World, United Nations 
Students Association and Young Socialists, 
together with a multitude of Communist 
parties of various countries, all claiming a 
share. 

The right wing, on the other hand, shows 
no signs of copying this idea, even if it were 
capable of it, which in many places is not 
the case. An active Conservative club has 
been out of existence at Cardiff University 
for the past two years, after its meetings 
were continually broken up. As a final 
defiant gesture it invited Enoch Powell 
down to speak, and the minor demon- 
stration that followed (half a dozen students 
sat down in front of his car and a window 
in the hall was broken) so frightened the 
Conservative Society that they were never 
heard of again. One ex-member told me 
recently that there are no active Conser- 
vative students now, “And anyway, the 
Conservative Party doesn’t consider the 
universities to be all that important.” 


ENTHUSIASM 


Left wing activists seem to have an 
unlimited amount of enthusiasm for attending 
meetings of any description. As a result, 
General Meetings of the Union are taken 
over by the Left, which then has no trouble 
in passing whichever motions are in its own 
interest. The Executive and Council also 
tend to be on the Left, this year’s Council 
containing several members convicted of 
various incidents at Swansea during the 
Springbok tour. Fortunately, the Left as 
a whole is undisciplined and disinclined 
to work, so that the jobs which call for 
more effort and responsibility almost always 
still go to moderates — a fact which meant 
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that the Socialist Society this year asked 
for four hundred and fifty pounds and 
were cut down to just over a hundred 
by an unsympathetic Treasurer. 

Apart from producing a prodigious 
number of posters, the Left also aims for 
control of the student newspaper. At 
Cardiff this has a grant of just under a 
thousand pounds a year, and is steadily 
going towards the left (though to be fair, 
one intrepid editor published a lengthy 
article on the N.F. — just before resigning). 

Left wing lecturers have little need 
to impress their views on the students: 
most courses in such subjects as political 
philosophy, politics and various sciences 
have compulsory reading lists which contain 
left wing writings and these are therefore 
automatically expounded in detail by lec- 
turers and tutors. Whereas questions can 
be raised against the ‘official’ view during 
the term, virtually no-one will risk failing 
Finals by criticising. the ideas put forward 
in the texts — it is always much safer to 
learn the endless notes given in lectures, 
and reproduce them. 

If a lecturer is asked why there is such 
a left wing bias on a course, he invariably 
replies ‘Because the library is full of books 
on Communism and books written from 
a left-wing point of view, and comparatively 
little is written on the Right — it’s no use 
setting books which are out of print!’ 
This is true, and is directly attributable 
to the left wing hold on publishing and 
the publication for students of innumerable 
cheap paperbacks with left-wing views. 

Unlike many universities, Cardiff has 
had very few strikes and demonstrations, 
the majority of students still seeming to 
favour a certain amount of law and order. 
Those which have taken place have all 
been inspired either by the left wing or 
the Welsh Nationalists. Eighteen months 
ago some members of Plaid Cymru shut 
themselves in a lecture room and went 
on hunger strike to demand bilingual motor 
licences. Hardly anyone knew of it until 
it was over,and those who did were generally 
unsympathetic. 

A general boycott of lectures was called 
over the Industrial Relations Bill, and relays 
of lefties with placards stood guard outside 
each university building at 8.30 to try to 
stop anyone from entering. By lunchtime 
they were sitting on the steps talking while 


Right 


everyone climbed over them, and during 
the afternoon they were forcibly removed 
by a large group of Dental students. The 
only other event is the perennial picketing 
of Barclays Bank during Freshers’ Week. 

Many universities have strikes over the 
appointment or presence of non-left-wing 
Principals, or those who do not actively 
support organisations and causes favoured 
by left wing students. Again, the Principal 
of Cardiff University is also Chairman of 
the Wales and South West Race Relations 
Conciliation Committee, and so this too 
has been no cause for left-wing revolt. 


MIDWAY 


Cardift then is an example of a university 
poised midway between anarchy and 
stability. A militant right wing element 
could stop the drift to the left — but 
the ‘traditional’ right wing seem to have 
lost heart already and abandoned the fight 
for the universities. Meanwhile, the Left 
move into their place and gradually take 
control. The various splinter groups in- 
variably disagree among themselves because 
they are too undisciplined to have too 
great a dislike of order and organisation 
to work together, but they have the impetus 
and enthusiasm — helped by the knowledge 
of the almost total lack of right-wing 
resistance — to succeed in gaining control. 

The move to the Left at universities 
is caused by the absence of any effective 
right wing opposition, the control by the 
left of the students’ newspaper, their un- 
limited energy for putting up innumerable 
posters everywhere and continually, and 
their turning up in sufficiently large numbers 
to take over any meeting on university 
policy. This energy attracts new students, 
some of whom would otherwise join the 
Right. In addition, this is implemented by 
left-wing lecturers who have gratefully found 
a genuine excuse for introducing courses 
with a left-wing bias. 

In many universities the majority of 
students still prefer law and order to the 
anarchy of the Left. How long this will 
last while the Right are content to sit 
back and do nothing, remains to be seen. 
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Bradford Immigrant Fires 


, WHEN THE PRE 


SQUAWKED TO 


A large section of Britain’s ‘national’ 
press made an utter fool of itself over the 
recent issue of the Bradford immigrant fires 
and in the process brought the newspaper 
world into even further disrepute. 

No sooner was the news announced that 
a fire had destroyed the home of some 
Kenyan Asians in Cottam Avenue, Listerhills, 
Bradford, killing three children, than several 
leading papers produced screaming headlines 
on their front pages alleging that the deaths 
were the work of ‘white racialists’. The 
papers in question were the Evening News, 
the Daily Mail, the Sun, the Daily Mirror, 
the Daily Telegraph. and the Daily Express. 


oy 


Evening News 


piazin 
to bv? the victims 


The Evening News even went so far as to 
allege that their information implicating 
‘racialists’ came direct from the local Police 
— a downright lie, as.the Police affirmed 
shortly afterwards that they had no reason 
to think that the fires had any racial 
motive. 

A few days later these papers were 
made to swallow their words when a young 
man was arrested and charged with starting 
the fires. He turned out to be — another 
Asian! 

At the time of our going to press the 
case against the arrested man is still un- 
proven, but his being regarded by the Police 
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do 
went to bed in .) Were seale 


as the main suspect is enough to show how 
utterly groundless was the hysteria of these 
newspapers. 

It is understood that the Immigration 
Control Association is contemplating legal 
action against the papers concerned for 
falsification of facts and for their deliberate 
attempted slur on the native people of 
Bradford as well as on all those people 
everywhere who oppose mass immigration 
on grounds of racial differences. 

We feature some cuttings from the 
papers here, with the comment that this 
affair strikes an alltime low in the sordid 
story of press fabrication in Britain. 
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Inflation: The Root of the 


The following is taken from the tape 
recording of a recent meeting of the National 
Front. A question from a member of the 
audience at the end of the meeting was 
answered by John Tyndall on behalf of 
the ‘NF and a discussion ensued . . . 


Questioner: What does your movement 
think should be done about the continuing 
demands made by workers for wage-increases 
which are causing rapid inflation? 


Tyndall: While we are prepared to admit 
that the wage demands you speak of do 
not help the inflationary situation, they’re 
not the main cause. Wage demands are a 
consequence of inflation rather than a cause 
of it. The real cause is the financial system 
under which we live. The financial system 
causes continually rising prices, and as prices 
rise the worker has no alternative but to 
ask for higher wages to keep up with them. 
Of course, this helps prices to rise still 
further, but the point is that wage demands 
are not the original cause. The financial 
system is the cause, and until that is put 
right prices are going to keep rising — 
creating the wage-price spiral that we all 
know. 


Questioner: Well, what do you see wrong 
in the financial system? 


Tyndall: First of all, let’s consider how in 
the last fifty years or so new machinery 
has multiplied our power to produce. Today 
we can produce many times more for the 
same hours of work than we could fifty 
years ago. Technology, machinery, have 
enabled us to do this. Am I right? 


Questioner: Right. 


Tyndall: Well, if we can produce many 
times more for the same hours of work 
it should mean either of two things: prices 
some down and wages stay the same or 
prices stay the same and wages go up. In 
either case the real purchasing power of 
workers should be able to increase regularly 
without inflation. Doesn’t that make sense? 


Questioner: So far as it goes. 


Tyndall: Well, to take it further, this means 
very simply that if we have inflation you 
cannot just put it down to wage-increases 
because wage-increases are something that 
workers have a right to expect when our 
power to produce is increasing ali the time. 
The fact that we have this inflation must 
be due to some other factor in the expenses 
of production, and this brings me back to 
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the financial system. Now let’s start with 
an obvious truth: if our power to produce 
has multiplied over the last fifty years in 
the way that it has — with the result that 
there is many times more wealth in the 
country than there was fifty years ago, 
many more goods for sale — it stands to 
reason that for this wealth, for these goods, 
to be bought there must be many times 
more money in circulation than there was 
fifty years ago. That’s elementary, isn’t it? 


Questioner: Yes. 


Tyndall: Well now, do you know how 
this increase in money is brought about? 


Questioner: Well, not exactly ... 


Tyndall: Then I'll tell you. Most of it’s 
issued by the banks as credit. 


Questioner: What do you mean? 


Tyndall: Well, as industry is expanding all 
the time in its power to produce it needs 
to build new factories and set up new 
machinery. And that needs more capital, 
more money. Then there’s the Government. 
The Government has to spend money on 
running the country. Likewise with local 
government. They all need more money 
all the time. 


Questioner: Well? 


Tyndall: Well, where do you think they 
get all this new money from? They get 
it from the banks. That’s how most of 
the new money comes into circulation. 


Questioner: But surely that isn’t new 
money; that’s money that already exists. 
It exists in the bank deposits. 


Tyndall: That’s just where you’re wrong. 
The banks create it out of nothing. 
Questioner: How on earth can they do 
that? 


Tyndall: Simple. Look, when you go into 
the bank and ask for a loan of £1,000 does 
the bank manager pass you £1,000 in notes 
over the counter? Of course he doesn’t. 
He allows. you to write out cheques in 
the bank’s name up to the value of £1,000, 
and all he does is make an entry in a book. 


Questioner: You mean he doesn’t necessarily 
have that £1,000 in the bank to lend? 


Tyndall: Precisely. 
through cheques. 


He just creates it 


Trouble 


Questioner: So what’s all this got to do 
with prices going up? 


Tyndall: Just this: the banks don’t just 
give this money away, do they? It’s got 
to be paid back, hasn’t it? 


Questioner: Yes. 


Tyndall: And like all money that banks 
lend, it’s got to be paid back with interest, 
hasn’t it? 


Questioner: Yes. Well? 


Tyndall: Well, that money that’s paid back 
isn’t fake money; it’s money that the 
borrower has earned by the sweat of his 
brow — and this applies to the interest as 
well. It’s all good money — real money. 
And it’s all going to the banks. When they 
lend it it’s not real money because it doesn’t 
represent anything that they’ve earned by 
productive work. It’s just an entry in a 
ledger. But when you pay it back — plus 
the interest — that is real money: it 
represents what you’ve earned by hard work. 


Questioner: So? 


Tyndall: So don’t you see what this means? 
It means that all the time a part of the 
proceeds of production is going, not to the 
workers who have produced it, but to the 
banks. That is why, while machines are all 
the while producing more, people like you 
and I aren’t seeing the benefit of it. 


Questioner: You have a point. 


Tyndall: Indeed I have. You take any 
product on the market today that’s going 
up. Why is it going up? If you break 
the price down in percentages, you count 
A per-cent as the worker’s wages, B per-cent 
as the bosses’ profits, C per-cent to cost of 
materials, D per-cent overheads, depreciation 
of plant, etc. This leaves a missing E per- 
cent, and it’s a very big percentage. It’s 
the percentage that’s doing more than any- 
thing else to cause the price to rise. And 
what is E per-cent? It’s the percentage 
that represents what the firm making or 
selling the article has to pay in interest 
on loans to the banks. It’s the part of 
production that all the time goes in tribute 
to the banks and financiers. And if you 
look at taxation it’s the same. If you 
look at rates it’s the same. All government 
is in pawn to the banks. You see, the whole 
system means that the banks are buying 
up the economy, bit by bit. 
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Questioner: Well, it’s all very interesting. 
But what’s the alternative? Do you want 
to abolish banks and bank-lending? 


Tyndall: Certainly not. We’ve got to have 
banks, and we’ve got to have lending. But 
what we must do is make sure that the 
banks are only allowed to lend money 
that they actually have in real terms — 
money that they’ve earned, just like you 
and I can only lend money that we’ve 
earned. 


Questioner: Then how do we get the new 
money that we need to buy all the new 
production? 


Tyndall: Simple. The Government creates 
it through a state bank each year to the 
extent that will equal the new wealth in 
production. Government assesses each year 
what it is physically possible to produce in 
new wealth and then it will make that 
production financially possible by the issue 
of money. This means that there’s a 
regular balance between the amount of 
money in circulation and the actual wealth 
of the community. And that’s the only 
way that you'll cure all this inflation, as 
well, incidentally, as reducing taxes. When 
we can achieve this, we'll be able to achieve 
a state in which workers can see their 
prosperity increasing all the time and will 
be able to get better wages as technology 
enables us to produce more and more 
for the same hours of work. In the mean- 
time prices will remain stable, and _ this 
in the end will cure most of the industrial 
unrest. 


WHAT USE ARE LAWS WHEN 
MONEY IS KING? (Contd.) 


will have achieved their ultimate desire: 


to be the de facto World Government. 


Such a tyranny would be able to exact 
double tribute from the nations (or groupings 
of nations a Ja E.E.C.). in their thrall, 
firstly by means of profit-taking from the 
ever proliferating multinational companies 
which will increasingly control all of the 
world’s actual-wealth producing capacities, 
and secondly through never ending interest 
payments to the World Central Bank, which 
payments would be made by debtor govern- 
ments passing on a substantial part of their 
tax revenue. 

One of the antecedents of the present 
Rothschild International Banking clan is 
credited with the remark: “Give me the 
power to issue currency, and I care not 
who makes the laws”. In the face of such 
arrogance we may one day, be forced to 
read new meanings into the first line of 
one of Petronius’ verses: “What use are 
laws when Money is King? . . .” 


RED REVEREND EXPOSES 


Rev. Paul O6estreicher, the ‘Red 
Reverend’ of Blackheath, received a nasty 
shock when he went to take his main 
service on Sunday, 7th November. He 
found that a team of South East London 
NF members had handed out to his tiny 
congregation copies of the October issue 
of Spearhead in which his long history 
of Communist associations was exposed, 
and were displaying placards deploring the 
extent to which the Church of England has 
become infiltrated by Communistic elements. 

Two NF members — both communicant 
members of the Church of England — entered 
the Church, originally only with the in- 
tention of witnessing the type of service 
Rev. Oestreicher conducted. However, they 
were obliged to politely contradict Rev. 
Oestreicher before his congregation when 
he used his sermon to launch a slanderous 
attack on the National Front. However, 


HIMSELF 


no part of the service proper was in any 
way disturbed. 

Due to the fact that a training seminar 
was being held on that day, only seven 
members were able to participate in the 
demonstration, but thanks to the able overall 
management of Mrs. Helena Bennett, and 
the Press Relations work of Mr. Michael 
Lobb, the activity won front page headlines 
in The Guardian, good coverage in The 
Times, and front page headlines and photo- 
graphs in all the major S.E. London local 
newspapers. 

Coincidentally, on the day of the 
demonstration The People Sunday news- 
paper carried a story about Rev. Oestreicher 
leading a campaign on behalf of an indoor 
nudist club to which he belongs to pursuade 
Kensington Council to allow the club to 
hold mixed nude sauna bath sessions. 


A Plea for Racial Tolerance 


This letter was recently received at 
National Front Head Office. It is NOT 
an invention. It can be inspected at that 
office at any time. 


no name. 
no, Fixed Address. 
CHATHAM 
Kent. 
15.10.71 medway Towns 
Dear Sir, 


Just a note to say Dont bother your 
selves to put up any more posters around 
the med ways towns, about housing the 
British first, and chuck out the Immigrants, 
because my mate and I hunt round the 
medway towns and rip them down. We’ve 
enclosed one to prove it incase you don’t 
believe us. 

How do you think they must feel 
when they see and read them, I reckon 
they must feel bloody hurt and not wanted, 
well as far as you are concerned they arn’t 
wanted, But we WANT THEM O.K. 

You people who do all this should 
be hung. I don’t suppose you’ve noticed, 
or if you’ have, you could’nt care less, 
since those bloddy rotten posters have been 
put up, Indian homes have been set on 
fire, and familys killed, what for I ask 
you, I reckon lots of people are jealous 
because these people are hard working and 
also have plenty of money behind them. 
Lets face it how many bloody white people 
go to teir country, and they don’t cause 
all this fuss, espically not murder. 


What kind of man does that bloody 
Ted Heath think he is, nothing like this 
ever happened when Harold Wilson was in. 
Heath should be bloody killed 
So be fair can’t you and give the immigrants 
a chance, their no different to us, apart 
from the colour of their skin. God forgive 
you lot for this as nobody else could 

By the way we are both English girls 
from the med-way towns, and have Indian 
boy friends, also I am having a baby by 
my Indian boy friend, so thats something 
else for you all to bloody talk about 

By God would’nt ’we laugh if somebody 
burnt your home down, then perhaps you 
would know how these poor people feel 
like, then you might stop acting like the 
little kid, trying to hurt people all the time 
espically the coloured. 

How about printing a poster like the 
following 

Immigrants are not displacing Britons 

Britons are just F . . . ing (Editor’s 

deletion) Jelous as they have not got 

the money like our Forigns friends have. 

So will you bloody well lay of them 
and find some think else to complain about. 

Thats all for now 
Signed 
no name 
work that one out 
if you that clever 
you will never know 
who we are or will you 
ever get us into Trouble 
for this as were to 
clever for you pissing lot 
So all DROP DEAD 


You coloured 
PREDUICED 
BASTARDS 
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N.F. Surges Ahead in Lancs. 


“Since joining the National Front we 
have never looked back,” says Mr. Walter 
Barton. Mr. Barton is a founding member 
of the recently established Manchester NF 
Branch. Last month he was appointed 
North of England Regional Organiser after 
having been elected to the NF National 
Directorate. “In the National Democratic 
Party we were told never to take the fight 
on to the streets,” Mr. Barton continued. 
“But in the NF we are inspired by a much 
more radical approach.” 

Since its inception some months ago 
Manchester Branch has made steady progress, 


ON THE FINANCIAL FRONT 


and has been used as a springboard to 
reform the quiescent Liverpool Branch, to 
establish two new groups in the suburbs 
of Manchester, and.to form an entirely new 
Branch in Blackburn. 

The rapid development of the Blackburn 
Branch is the greatest success story in the 
Lancashire Area to date. Mr. Barton took 
the part of two Blackburn housewives who 
were being bullied by the Race Relations 
Board asa result of their organising a petition 
to oppose a Coloured Immigrant taking 
up residence in their road. A complaint 
was made to the Board and the two ladies 


A. M. Wade 


BRITAIN ON VERGE OF BIGGEST BOOM FOR 
YEARS, THINKS BARBER! 


“BRITAIN is now facing the opportunity 
of a sustained. period of growth at a rate 
considerably higher than for a good many 
years, Mr. Barber, Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer, told the Institute of Directors 
annual conference in London on the 2nd 
November.” (Daily Telegraph, 3.11.71) 

“Never had any government done more 
to stimulate demand and so create employ- 
ment. But it took time to work through 
consumer demand, more production and 
more employment.” 

How has the Government prepared for 
this miracle? Mr. Barber did not say. 
But he warned that if the vicious upward 
spiral of wage demands continued it would, 
by inflation, destroy all our hopes of rising 
prosperity. 

The Government has it in its power 
to regulate the volume of money in the 
community and its cost through interest 
charges, and by these means it can control 
the growth rate of the economy. For 
years — 20 years — interest has been ex- 
ceptionally high and credit restricted. This 
curtailed the growth rate and created un- 
employment, thus providing evidence on 
which the economic case for going into 
the Common Market was based. This is 
what is termed ‘factual evidence’ for our 
economic failure to keep up with growth 
in the E.E.C. but it is not true, because 
this stagnation was the direct result of 
restrictive financial policy. 

The industrial plant was there and men 
willing to work, but without finance the 
wheels of industry cease to turn. Why 
then do we expect them to turn shortly? 
This is the reason:— 

Early this year the Bank of England 
put forward proposals for making certain 
alterations in banking practice under the 
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title of Competition and Credit Control. 
This was presented to the ‘public through 
the press as a revolution in banking for 
the benefit of the public. If what is good 
for the banks is good for the public, then 
undoubtedly the proposals were good. They 
were put into effect by Government 
authority in September. They involve 
higher interest rates on loans from the 
banks (12 — 13% on personal loans which 
largely replace overdrafts) and make more 
money available. Restrictions have gone 
and banks look for customers. | Where 
has all the money come from, after twenty 
years of money starvation? Ah!. . This 
is the secret. 

Banks possess a unique privilege not 
possessed by any other section of the 
community. They have been allowed to 
create credit which functions as money. 
They have been given permission under 
the above proposals, to create £1,200 
million (Daily Telegraph, 24.5.71). It must 
be said that the word ‘create’ was not 
used. The exact wording was: “.. .com- 
mercial banks and monetary authorities 
have to face the fact that the decision 
to replace the old 28% reserve asset ratio 
with a new 124% reserve asset ratio will 
release between £1,200 million and £2,000 
million of bank deposits which could be 
lent to customers or invested in the gilt- 
edged market.” Of course, not all at 
once. 

Question to Mr. Barber and Mr. Heath: 
If this amount of money can be made 
available, which is calculated to produce 
a great boom, why could it not have been 
made available years ago, and so kept 
our country busy, prosperous and inde- 
pendent? 


were found “guilty” of discrimination, and 
obliged to sign an “apology”’. 

The Board made much of this “apology” , 
proclaiming it to be a “triumph” for its 
“conciliation” procedure. Its triumph was 
shortlived , though, for the husband of one 
ladies had a letter published in the Blackburn 
Evening Telegraph declaring that his wife 
had not signed the apology “freely and 
willingly” as had been claimed by the Board , 
but because they were secretly threatened 
with £700 costs if proceedings against them 
went further. 

Mr. Barton then had a letter published 
stating that the NF was shortly to employ 
a Secretary and that only a White person 
would be considered for the job, and that 
he challenged the Race Board to take action 
against him. No such action was forth- 
coming. After considerable press and local | 
radio publicity concerning Mr. Barton’s 
challenge, the Race Board announced that 
its local Community Relations Officer, Mr. 
Ved Sarpal, was to be transferred to Bedford. 

Following this publicity, Mr. Barton 
and his Manchester members flooded 
Blackburn with Stop Immigration leaflets, 
and within two months a Blackburn NF 
Branch was formed under the Chairmanship 
of Mr. E. Adamson. 

Even more publicity has been won by 
the Branch recently, as a result of a local 
parent (an NF member) reporting Blackburn 
Council Education Committee to the Race 
Board for alleged discrimination against 
White children. In pursuing its forced 
integration of school children the Council 
apparently provided free coach transport- 
ation for Immigrant children , whereas White 
children are expected to get to school by 
the ordinary commercial bus services, or 
even, in some cases, by taxi. Spearhead 
readers will be kept informed of develop- 
ments in this case. 


Send Your Friend 
a Sub for Xmas! 


While you are thinking of what to give 
your friends at Christmas, why not send 
them a gift subscription to Spearhead! 

We have attractively printed Christmas 
cards which we will send to the recipient 
on your behalf wishing them the compliments - 
of the season and saying that you have 
treated them to a sub. 

You may send your friend a year’s sub. 
for £1.50 or six months’ sub. for 75p. We 
will give a discount for a block order for 
three subs. of 20 per-cent. Just send in the 
money tous with the name(s) and address(es) 
of those to whom you wish the cards and 
copies to be sent. 


Black Champ Slams Race- Mixers, and we Say.--.---- 


BRAVO MUHAMMED 


HAVING seen the way in which ideologues 
to the left love to produce stars of sport or 
show business who will identify with their 
many crackpot causes, we were delighted 
last month to witness this technique re- 
bounding and exploding in their face in the 
form of former world heavyweight champion 
Muhammed Ali. 

The ex-champ, on a visit to this country, 
came down solidly on the side of racial 
separation in two appearances, one on TV 
and the other at a meeting at the left-wing 
London School of Economics. In a late 
night TV interview with Michael Parkinson 
Muhammed Ali said: “Everyone wants his 
children to grow up to be the same as 
himself. I don’t want my children to be 
white; would you like your daughter to 
marry a black man?” When Parkinson 
replied that he would not mind, Muhammed 
said: “Of course, you’ve got to say that 
haven’t you!” All in all, Parkinson, one 
of TV’s crawliest liberals, was given a severe 
mangling. 

Muhammed Ali then ventured into the 
notorious LSE and was unrepentant. To a 
barrage of interruptions and abuse, he said 
that his solution to the race problem would 
be one of total separation, with the blacks 
ruling themselves, growing their own food, 
supplying their own necessities and not 
“living like a leech on a dog’s back.” 

When one student stood up in defence of 
Britain’s efforts at integration, Muhammed 
said: “The English should love their history, 
and keep their English people English. 
Chinese. people should want to keep their 
own beautiful slanty eyes. And I don’t 
want to strain it cut either. I want to keep 
my beautiful Negro strain.” 

When one girl student asked: “What 
about the horse and the donkey making a 
mule?” Muhammed replied: “The mule 
is a bastard!” 


‘Public Speaker’s 


Course Planned 


The National Front is most anxious to 
recruit and train more public speakers, and 
a training scheme is being started early in 
the new year with this purpose, under the 
direction of Mr. John Tyndall and with 
the assistance of professionally qualified 
instructors in public speaking. 

Will all those who wish to attend the 
classes held under this scheme please send 
their names to NF Headquarters, 408 Seven 
Sisters Road, London, N.4. 


How To Obtain SPEARHEAD 


Spearhead is available from our office to those who wish to ensure 
obtaining copies for themselves every month and to those who wish to obtain 
quantities for redistribution. 

Those wishing for copies for themselves each month should take out a 
subscription by filling in the form below and sending it to us with a cheque or 
postal order for the amount applicable. 


IF OVERSEAS, SEALED OR UNSEALED 


ENCLOSED SUBSCRIPTION OF 
RATES (12 issues): British Isles: £1.50p 
British Commonwealth: £1.50p unsealed 
£1.80p sealed 

Foreign: £1.50p unsealed; U.S.A. $3.75 unsealed 


£2.30p sealed $5.75 sealed 
BULK RATES FOR REDISTRIBUTION 


Discounts can be obtained for bulk purchases as follows:— 


20—49 copies: 30 per-cent 
50—99 copies: 40 per-cent 
100—249 copies: 50 per-cent 
250 copies and over: 60 per-cent 


postage rate for anywhere in U.K. 
6p per quantity of 10. 


All cheques or postal orders should be made out to Spearhead and sent to: 
10 Birkbeck Hill, London, S.E.21. 
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SIR: How I enjoyed reading E. Merrill 


Root’s article “Intellectuals: the Meat 
Grinders of the Mind” last month! 

It is a fact that when ‘intellectuals’ 
come to dominate the thinking that governs 
state policy the state is heading for dis- 
solution. We need intellect, certainly. But 
it has to be harnessed to the qualities of 
healthy instinct and strong will for us to 
survive in the world. It is my experience 
that these latter faculties are despised in 
the quarters where ‘intellectualism’ flourishes 
—and those include nearly all our universities 
where the governing classes of tomorrow 
are trained. 

Instinct tells us what our place in the 
world ought to be, will is the quality by 
which we pursue that place against all 
obstacles and with unrelenting determination. 
Intellect is. the factor that enables us to 
do so sensibly, making the right decisions 
as we go along and avoiding pitfalls. A 
harmony of the three qualities is what 
makes for great states and great cultures. 
The last named quality alone makes for 
impotence. 


pride and tradition? Why have men obeying 
orders without their being pursuaded that 
the orders make sense? 

In terms of pure abstract logic — why 
indeed? One cannot find sophisticated 
reasons for defending these things, and one 
is therefore reduced to the very unsophis- 
ticated answer that armies which practice 
them perform better in the field than armies 
which don’t! But of course that is 
descending to the kind of primitive and 
peasant thinking that intellectuals shun with 
horror. It is just too, too crude for the 
Bloomsbury mind. 

You will find that intellectuals analyse 
every great issue of life from the same 
standpoint, and when, as always, the pretty 
theories that they spin and weave are proved 
inoperable by human nature, they are un- 
daunted. Human nature is therefore wrong 
and must be changed! How to do that 
provides the intellectual brotherhood with 
yet another theme to natter and pontificate 
about. 

Let us in the meantime leave them to 
their cackling and their theorising, and let 
us attend to the real job of facing and 
shaping the world as reality. 

R. MOORE 
Scarborough, Yorks. 


SIR: One never ceases to marvel at the 
mental gymnastics of the Common Market 
fraternity. 

One of their leading arguments employed 


Letter’ 


feeble arguments 


dwell on him. 


Sir—Having just returned from 
holiday, I hope I may make my 
belated contribution to the 
correspondence on the Common 
Market. I see that Mr. Dodman’s 


demolished at Mr. Burrell’s very 
capable hands, so I need not 


I agree with everything Mr. 


over the years has been that Britain will 
strengthen her voice in the world by joining 
a larger political and economic grouping, 
ergo she must go into Europe. A united 
Europe will have the size and the power 
to hold its own with the super-powers, etc. 

The first thing to ask about this idea 
is: why Europe? What is so especially 
desirable about a bloc of nations forming 
‘Europe’ having the power to hold its 
own with other big blocs, such as America? 
Equally it might be said that by Britain 
joining and becoming the 51st state of the 
USA she would contribute to and take 
part in the forming of a larger bloc to 
hold its own with the other super-powers. 
Why is there any more virtue in pursuing 
‘bigness’ through an amalgamation of Britain 
with the Continent of Europe than through 
an amalgamation of Britain with the USA? 
To my mind the latter prospect would 
be deplorable, but why is the former any 
the less deplorable? 

As for the suggestion that we would 
“strengthen” our voice in the world by 
joining a European bloc, this is just pure 
nonsense. Just supposing that a united 
Europe were automatically several times 
more powerful than Britain, Germany or 
France are individually (which is by no 
means proved) how does that “strengthen” 
the voice of Britain? How is Britain’s voice 
“strengthened’* by its being in a small 
minority in the councils of the larger 
Europe? 

H. L. PAYNE 
East Grinstead, Sussex 


ccessive Tory and ~ Labour 

overnments have tried — and 
are’ still trying ~— to change the 
character of our country. é 

Examples are: 1, Entry to the 
Common “Market; 2, large-scale 
coloured immigration, which wi} 
become even bigger if we enter 
the E.E.C. (several European 
countries have large coloured 
communities); 3, the abolition of 
the death sentence for murder 


have been 


If you ever want to hear sterile in- 
tellectualism at its worst, just tune into 
a BBC panel of book or film critics. After. 


resulting in a large increase of 


listening for a few minutes you will realise 
that sheer vanity is the dominating feature, 
as one participant tries to outdo the other 
in pure verbalising and wealth of quote. 
As for any attempt to penetrate the deeper 
meaning of things, this is conspicuously 
absent. The spiritual atmosphere is wholly 
and invariably leftish and debate therefore 
boils down to pure trivia, and is usually 
performed in voices that betray sexlessness, 
hyper-neurosis or both. 

Intellectualism can again be seen laid 
bare when it focuses on questions of war, 
military discipline and the soldierly virtues. 
Every feature of the military tradition is 
taken to pieces, analysed and dissected, and 
the conclusion of our intellectual surgeons 
is always the brilliant one that there is 
absolutely no rationale or logic in it any- 
where. Why have parades, marching drill 
and band music? Why _ have regimental 
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Month 


Spearhead publishes the 
best letter to the press 
on National Front 
policy every month. 
Send your cutting to 
us not later than the 
15th of the month. 


You could win a £1 
Nationalist Books vou- 


cher. This month's 
winner (right) was pub- 
lished inthe Yarmoutn 
Mercury. 


Burrell has written, not only 
because we are both National 
Front members but because the 


policies he advocates are the only 
ones capable of providing Britain 
with a decent future. These 
policies for a better Britain we 
hoth found in the doctrines of 
the National Front, as did many 
other patriots who are helping to 
make it a force to be reckoned 


to the Common Market 
is against the interests of the 
ordinary people of this country. 
The only benefits will be to big 
business prodded from behind by 
their masters, the internationalists 
of Wall Strect, who see their 
chance to step into the. markets 
we vacate in the old Common- 
wealth. 

A union of Britain and the old 
+ See Commonwealth is possible 
when we have a_ truly British 

ational Government. This will 
only be possible when the British 
people wake up to the fact that 


murders and crimes of violence; 
4, the legalisation of homo, 
sexuality. which has now reach 
such a state that these deprav 
people parade in public in fermale 
clothing; 5, the large increase ‘in 
drug offences and enormous 
profits made by the pedlars, who 
obviously need very much stiffer 
sentences. 

All these issues are against 
the interests and the wishes of 
the vast majority of the British 
people, but they will mever be 
changed as long ag people look 
to the old parties. Only a new 
party such as the Nationa) Front 
can restore a new vigour to our 
country and sweep away the 
decadence which! is making itself 
felt in every part of our society 
—Yours faithfully, 

THOMAS. F. HOLMES 
Press Officer, 
Norwich Branch National 
Front. 
3, Beaconsfield Road, 
Yarmouth. 
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Hags, Harridans and Barbara Castle 


Failed Labour cabinet minister Barbara 
Castle, in discussing the barbaric tarring and 
feathering of young girls in Northern 
Ireland, told a B.B.C. Any Questions? 
audience that she compared those acts to 
similar incidents involving French girls who 
had consorted with German soldiers during 
World War 2. Such a comparison implies 
that our Army in Northern Ireland is an 
alien army of occupation, when in fact 
it is defending a part of the United Kingdom 
from those who have openly declared war 
on it and who owe loyalty to another 
country. 

Another significant difference between 
the two situations is that when German 
forces held France there were no tarring 
and feathering attacks on girls who went 
out with German soldiers because the vast 
majority of French people showed them- 
selves quite willing to collaborate with their 
conquerors. The few local communities 
which did resent Germany’s overlordship 
dared not manifest the fact for fear of 
sharing, at the hands of the S.S. (in which 
organisation served many thousands of 
Frenchmen) the fate of Oradour. 

For the main part of the last war 
the much-vaunted Resistance was a tiny 
group of people, most of whom took to 
the hills to fight for their survival as Com- 
munists rather than to fight for France as 
patriots. La Resistance only won massed 
support when General de Gaulle walked 
down the Champs Elysee at the head of 
the Allied liberation force. 

The shamed French populace, anxious 
to assure their new masters of their loyalty, 
and seeking to distract attention from the 
fact that they did not make war on German 
soldiers when they had the opportunity 
to do so, ganged up in mobs (invariably 
under the leadership of harridans unlikely 
to attract the attentions of any soldier 
unless ‘blind and shell-shocked) and made 
war with tar and feathers on German soldiers’ 
girl friends, after the real shooting was over. 

Magnifique! Vive La France! 

In Northern Ireland, on the other hand, 
I.R.A. supporters feel safe in their ability 
to carry out tarring and featherings virtually 
under the nose of the British Army, because 
they know that our soldiers are not going 
to surround the district where such incidents 
take place and butcher the inhabitants — 
men, women and children — by way of 
reprisal , a Ja Oradour. 

The suggestion beloved by liberals that 


the insane butcheries of the I.R.A. are 
the responsibility of just a “tiny minority” 
of the Catholic population is demonstrably 
false. The gunmen could not survive from 
night to night without the active help of 
the Catholic community at large. Large 
crowds, excited with sadistic delight, as- 
semble to savour the humiliation of the 
fiancees of our soldiers. 

On T.V. we regularly see shuffling 
columns of black-shawled Bogside women 
following I.R.A. funerals like carrion crows 
pursuing dustcarts to a corporation tip. 
When they notice the cameras are on them 
they piously finger their rosary beads and 
start squawking Faith of Our Fathers. But 
their eyes betray them — there is no human 
sorrow in them, just a cunning glint. 

For some reason British television 
audiences were not treated to the spectacle 
of these same Bogside witches squatting 
down in their hundreds to prevent an 
ambulance from rushing a loyal Catholic 
Policeman to hospital who was ambushed 
in his Bogside house, tortured and clubbed 
nearly to death by I.R.A. “interrogators”. 

The only hymns to be heard on that 
occasion from the Bogside crones was a 
drunken cacophony of chanted obscenities. 
The only prayers were shrill demands for 
the mangled young men to be “finished 
off’. 

Contrary to the implications of Barbara 
Castle’s facile and defamatory comparison, 
the I.R.A. gunmen and their hags may 
thank their lucky stars that they have 
the generally decent and good-humoured 
British Tomimies to use as targets, and not 
the cold-eyed fanatics of the S.S. with 
whom, in terms of homicidal ruthlessness, 
the I.R.A. has much in common. 


Another Race Bombshell 


Three years ago a storm broke when the 
Harvard Educational Review published a 
paper by psychologist Professor Arthur 
Jensen in which it was shown that even with 
every environmental factor taken into con- 
sideration, the average American White 
person was 15 1.Q. points more intelligent 
than the average American Black person. 

To the Left this was heresy. The Left 
has always striven to promote the concept 
of “human equality” to further the World 
Government cause. Leftists believe that 
people are qualitatively different only be- 
cause of varying environments. Impose 
socialistic measures to make everybody’s 
environment the same, they say, and a 


Trouble shooting 


society of equals will be created in which 
race will be irrelevant and on which a 
World Government could be built. 

To the dismay of the Left, Professor 
Jensen was supported by Professor Eysenck, 


another psychologist. Nobel prize winner 
Dr. William Shockley, went further and 
proposed that America’s welfare system 
was downgrading the overall quality of 
America’s population by encouraging the 
proliferation of “illiterate and for the most 
part illegitimate” Blacks at the expense of 
the productive White section of the com- 
munity. 

A further kick in the guts for Leftist 
‘thought’ has now been administered by 
Harvard Professor of Psychology Richard 
Herrenstein. Professor Herrenstein has stated 
that his studies show that an individual’s 
1.Q. is determined 80 per cent by inheritance 
and only 20 per cent by environment, and 
that a child born with a low L.Q. has little 
chance of catching up as a result of 
educational stimuli. 

As a result of this, and with the growing 
sophistication of American society, the gap 
between “successes” and “‘failures” is 
widening. Professor Herrenstein believes 
that this trend is “establishing a biological 
apartheid”. (Other scientists believe that 
a “biological apartheid” has always existed 
in racial groupings, but such a conclusion 
apart from being politically controversial, 
was not, perhaps, within the purview of 
Professor Herrenstein’s study.) 

The findings of Jensen, Shockley and 
Herrenstein must be brought to the attention 
of those who have the power to reverse the 
trend of multi-racialism in Britain, before 
irreparable damage is done to our nation. 


Ism Deviationism 


According to Comrade Joseph Hanson, 
leader of the New York Socialist Workers’ 
Party, Tariq Ali and his chums of the 
International Marxist Group, are not genuine 
Trotsky-ites. In a slashingly incisive and 
relevant attack, Hanson declared: 

‘The current permissive attitude towards 
ultra-leftism involves basically similar 
dangers. Moreover a new logic can be 
set in motion. Just as entryism festered 
the belief among some of those who prac- 
tised it that left centrism is Trotskyism, 
so permissiveness towards ultra-leftism can 
become converted into the conviction that 
ultra-leftism is Trotskyism!” 

I hope you all got that. 


» 
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rove" NATIONAL FRONT 
SOCIAL CLUB OPENED 


Local Organiser Joe Hyde , standing behind bar (above) says a few words 
of welcome. Members (below) relax at table. 


SPEARHEAD FUND 


With our September issue we made an 
appeal to readers to assist us in raising the 
sum of £500 to subsidise our production 
expenses for the year 1972. At the time of 
going to press we have raised slightly more 
than half of this sum: £270. We therefore 
need to obtain another £230. 

Are there any more readers willing to 
assist us in raising this sum by pledging an 


amount of money between £25 and £50 to | 


be sent during the year, either all in one or 
in instalments? 

Please send your cheques or IOUs to our 
usual address: 10 Birkbeck Hill, London, 
SA2L 


FOR SALE 


For sale: Remington electric typewriter, long 
carriage, recent model, £25 o.n.o. Ring 
Mr. Marshall 01-802 7866. 
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No Apologies to 
Race Board 


WOLVERHAMPTON National Front Branch, 
having established its paramouncy in a variety 
of different spheres, has now shown a lead 
in the field of social activities. The Branch 
opened this Autumn its own private club, 
the Wolverhampton and District National 
Front Social Club. 

The club, which is situated at the corner 
of Cannock Road and Woden Road, Wolver- 
hampton, was established. in what was 
originally a bleak and bare warehouse. How- 
ever, the Branch was able to secure a lease 
on the premises at a very low rental, and 
with very low initial capital the members, 
under the direction of Mr. Joe. Hyde, West 
Midlands Regional Organiser, Mr. Peter Kane, 
Branch Chairman and Mr. Ron Davison, 
Branch Treasurer, were able to transform 
the property into one of the most well- 
appointed and comfortable private clubs 
in the area . . . but only after nine months 
of hard work. 

The club is licensed, and has three large 
rooms, in addition to a bar store room and 
ladies and gentlemans washroom facilities. 
The club is decorated in Medieval oak beams 
and wattle style, and has fitted carpeting 
throughout. All work involved in the 
project, interior designing, decorating, 
joinery, wiring, plastering, plumbing, etc. was 
carried out by members in their free time. 
The club keeps normal social club hours, 
and would welcome weekend coach parties 
from other NF Branches. 


Printing Delay 


We regret the very late appearance of 
our October issue, which was due to a 


AS a result of complaints to the Race Board | breakdown on our printer’s press and con- 
from the owner of a foster home in Potters] siderable difficulty in repairs. In view of the 
Bar about Herts NF Organisers Peter Applin delay, we have decided to print no November 
and Ken Taylor, Messrs Applin and Taylor | issue but go straight on to December. 


were summoned to appear before the Board 
last month. 


Naturally, this, as always, will make no 
difference to subscribers who will receive 


Their advisor, Mr. Martin Webster, read | the 12 issues for which they have paid. 


a prepared statement which denied all 
charges that the defendents incited dis- 
crimination against Immigrant foster 
children. Later the Board informed Mr. 
Applin and Mr. Taylor that it considers 
them “guilty” of the original charges, and 
also guilty of an additional charge, and that 
they must sign an apology. 


This Mr. Applin and Mr. Taylor refuse 


to do because they are innocent of all 
charges and because the Board did not grant 
a hearing in respect of the new charge as 
Natural Justice demands. 


Britain First 


Fortnightly Nationalist _news-sheet. 
Editor Peter McMenemie. Price 2p. 
(large discounts for bulk). Obtained 
from: 10 BIRKBECK HILL, 
LONDON, S.E.21. 
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More than eight hundred National Front 
members marched through London on 
Remembrance Sunday, 14th November, to 
honour the war dead of Rhodesia, South 
Africa and Northern Ireland. The number 
of marchers far exceeded even last year’s 
impressive turnout, and was thus by far 
the biggest demonstration ever mounted 
in London by a patriotic political organ- 
isation since the war. 

A parade to the Cenotaph in Whitehall 
has been an annual event in the National 
Front calendar for the past five years — 
ever since, in fact, it was decided that 
Rhodesian and South African wreaths would 
not be laid during the official ceremony. 
Every year attendance at the National Front 
parade has got bigger, with contingents 
coming from an ever increasing number of 
Branches throughout the United Kingdom. 

Mindful of the appalling situation in 
Northern Ireland in which British soldiers 
are having to lay down their lives for 
their country, the NF determined this year 
also to pay homage to the Servicemen 
of Ulster who made the supreme sacrifice. 


‘PATHFINDER’ BENNETT 
JOINS PARADE 


Joining the parade as a special guest 
of the NF was Air Vice Marshal Donald 
Bennett, C.B., C.B.E., DS.O., F.R.Ae.S. — 
the famous war hero ‘Pathfinder’ Bennett 
of RAF Bomber Command. Air Vice 
Marshal Bennett, in an interview which 
was published in The Observer and which 
appeared on the day of the parade, stated 
when asked why he was going to march 
with the National Front: 

“I know the National Front has been 


HOLDS BIGGEST EVER MARCH 
AND MEETING 


smeared in some sections of the national 
Press — but as far as I am concerned 
they are British and respectable people.” 
There were six hundred marchers in 
the first part of the parade from Victoria 
to Whitehall — many members and sup- 
porters, particularly those from out of 
London choosing to join it during the 


Remembrance Day 


Report 
ES I ROE TEA SRE TIT 


Cenotaph ceremony. As the column swung 
round Parliament Square and into Whitehall 
led by the London Drum Corps and a Colour 
Party comprised of a forest of Union Jacks, 
and Ulster, Rhodesian and South African 
flags, it was greeted by more than 3,000 
obviously sympathetic spectators. The 
Police, for the first time for an NF parade 
closed Whitehall to all traffic. 

After a traditional two-minute Silence, 
Air Vice Marshal Bennett laid the wreath 
for Rhodesia and South Africa, assisted 
by Mr. John O’Brien (ex-Army), Chairman 
of the NF National Directorate. The wreath 
for Northern Ireland was laid by Mr. Michael 
Boggs (ex-Royal Marines), an Ulsterman 


Column 
Stretches 
Down 
White- 
hall 


and Chairman of‘the Islington Branch. Also 
in the wreath-laying party was Mr. George 
Wilson, B.E.M. .(ex-RAF), of Islington 
Branch; Wing Commander J. Lewis Witham 
(RAF, Rtd.) of Bristol Branch and Mr. 
William ‘King Billy’ Westaway, also of 
Bristol Branch. 


REV. GREEN CONDUCTS MOVING 
CEREMONY 


A further innovation in this ceremony 
was a religious service conducted by Rev. 
Brian Green, a Baptist Minister and a 
National Front Parliamentary candidate in 
the last General Election. Rev. Green 
read texts from the Bible, recited the Lord’s 
Prayer and a special prayer condemning 
“the politically-motivated ecumenists. who 
are seeking to betray Ulster, Rhodesia and 
South Africa”. After the prayers the whole 
parade and crowd joined him in singing 
the hymn O God Our Help In Ages Past. 
Everybody — member and non-member 
alike — had clearly been moved by the 
solemn dignity of the occasion. 

It was as the NF column marched up 
Whitehall away from the Cenotaph towards 
Trafalgar Square that it swelled to contain 
more than 800 — some say nearly 900 — 
marchers. As the head of the column 
turned into Charing Cross Road and the 
main body extended round three sides of 
Trafalgar Square, the rear had not emerged 
from Whitehall. One of a gaggle of frowsy 
Leftists in the Square was heard to say: 
“It’s the National Front . .. My God! 
Look at their turnout!”. . 

Throughout the whole of the procession 
only one person manifested hostility — 
a foreign looking gentleman who trailed 
the march shouting obscenities and spitting 
until warned off by the Police.. As The 
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Air Vice 
Marshal 
Bennett 
(2nd left) 
marches 
beside Rev. 
Brian Green. 
NF Chairman 
John O’Brien 
marches on 
far left. 
Wing/Cdr. 
Lewis-Witham — 
is behind my 
(far right). Qrey 


REMEMBRANCE DAY 


Guardian mentioned in its report the next 
day: “At one point several people leaned 
out of flats above, gave the thumbs-up 
sign, and strewed the marcherswith flowers.” 

Unfortunately, as many marchers had 
to make long journeys in order to get home, 
many of them could not stay to attend 
the rally held afterwards, which had as 
its theme “What Did They Fight And Die 
For?” But four hundred stayed to applaud 
the speeches by the meeting Chairman 
Mr. Frank Stockham (Chairman of Bristol 
Branch); Mr. George Parsons (Chairman of 
Cardiff Branch); Wing Commander Lewis 
Witham; Martin Webster (Chairman of the 
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Directorate Activities Committee); Mr. John 
Tyndall (Vice-Chairman of the Directorate) 
and Mr. John O’Brien (Chairman of the 
Directorate). Mr. Tyndall’s and Mr. O’Brien’s 
speeches were accorded standing ovations. 

As a splendid token of National Front 
members’ fighting spirit and will to win, 
the collection raised nearly £320. At the 
end of the day numerous members told 
movement officers: “Today has been a 
breakthrough, a real turning point for the 
National Front. Despite difficulties and 
setbacks, the movement has clearly got 
what it takes to go from strength to 
strength.” 


Bernadette Takes to the Streets 


After failing to pursuade Mr. Heath to release the IRA internees by means of parlia- 
mentary debate, Miss Bernadette Devlin announced that she would seek to influence the 


Prime Minister by “taking to the streets”. She is pictured here outside 10 Downing Street. 
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PUTS BRITAIN FIRST 


Find out more about Britain’s new party, 
Comonlete this coupon and send to: 


The Secretary, National Front, 408 Seven, 
Sisters Road. London, N.4. 
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__ Six 
principles 


of 
BRITISH 
NATIONALISM 


by JOHN TYNDALL 
15p (plus 3p postage) 
from:— 10 Birkbeck Hill, London, S.E.21 


All patriots should read 


CANDOUR 


The British Views Letter 
edited by 


A.K. Chesterton 


Published by Candour Publishing Co. 
5 Elmhurst Court, St. Peters Road, 
Croydon, Surrey. 


“The New Unhappy Lords” 


An exposure of power politics 
By A. K, CHESTERTON 


THE NEW UNHAPPY LORDS is a 
must for the bookshelf of any student 
of modern politics. It represents the 
most lucid and startling of all com- 
mentaries on the methods of subversion 
being used to undermine Britain and 
European Civilisation. 


Cloth-Bound Edition 
Paper-back Edition 


£1.40p (28s.) 
60p (12s.) 


(obtainable from Nationalist Books) — 


NATIONALIST 
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10 Birkbeck Hill London SE21 
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